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DETECTION OF GROUND ROLL CONE 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

1. Field of Invention 

The present invention relates to a method of detecting 
coherent noise, in particular ground roll, in acquired seismic 
data. Ground roll typically occurs over a particular time 
portion of the acquired seismic data, Which portion is often 
referred to as the ground roll cone. 

2. Description of Prior Art 
An improvement of signal ?delity in seismic data acqui 

sition requires, among other factors, an attenuation of coher 
ent noise, in particular ground roll. A conventional method 
to attenuate such ground roll is the deployment of geophone 
arrays; the drawbacks of this conventional method are Well 
knoWn. 

Apart from this technique of grouping geophone output 
signals, several other methods have been thought of to 
eliminate coherent noise, mainly surface Waves such as 
ground roll, during the processing of recorded seismic data. 
Special, so-called adaptive, noise ?lter methods have been 
developed that yield good noise attenuation results. One of 
the draWbacks of such adaptive ?lters is that they can be 
applied only in that part of the data Where the coherent noise 
dominates the desired seismic re?ection energy. Outside this 
area, an application of adaptive ?ltering can deteriorate 
genuine re?ection signals. 

In order to alloW the application of adaptive ground roll 
?ltering a determination of the data area that contains 
dominant coherent noise is essential. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

It is therefore an object of the present invention to provide 
a method of preparing seismic acquisition data for further 
?ltering by detecting the ground roll cone. 

It is another of the present invention to provide a method 
of detecting ground roll containing data in an automatic 
fashion, to facilitate bulk processing of seismic data using 
this process. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

The present invention Will be better understood from the 
folloWing detailed description When taken into conjunction 
With the attached draWings in Which: 

FIG. 1 illustrates envelope curves of data treated accord 
ing to the invention; 

FIG. 2 is an eXample an energy curve of the data accord 
ing to FIG. 1; 

FIGS. 3a and 3b illustrate an eXample of an energy curve 
as function of time that illustrates the identi?cation of 
ground roll containing data blocks FIG. 3a illustrating the 
result of selecting data parts Which lie above the threshold 
value of —6 dB—, FIG. 3b illustrating an eXample of 
merging data blocks; 

FIGS. 4a and 4b illustrate another eXample of an energy 
curve as function of time that illustrates the identi?cation of 
ground roll containing data blocks FIGS. 4a and 4b illus 
trating data block deletion, FIG. 4a illustrating selected data 
blocks including a right hand data block, FIG. 4b illustrating 
FIG. 4a having the right hand data block deleted; 

FIGS. 5a, 5b, and 5c illustrate further eXample of an 
energy curve as function of time that illustrates the identi 
?cation of ground roll containing data blocks FIGS. 5a and 
5b illustrating blocked data curves from tWo adjacent geo 
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2 
phones 1 and 2, FIG. 5c illustrating a more robust estimate 
obtained by selecting only overlapping data areas from 
FIGS. 5a and 5b. 

FIG. 6 is a diagram that illustrates the appearance of a 
shalloW depth, loW velocity re?ection in a seismogram; 

FIGS. 7a and 7b illustrate the range of possible ratios 
betWeen average and differential velocity for re?ection and 
surface Waves FIGS. 7a and 7b illustrating that the re?ec 
tions and the ground roll each have an estimated value of the 
ratio R Which does not overlap for the tWo types of seismic 
energy, FIG. 7a illustrating schematically the range of 
possible values betWeen average velocity U and differential 
velocity c, FIG. 7b illustrating the most likely range of 
values that are encountered in practice; 

FIG. 8 illustrates a geometrical offset correction for 3D 
geophone con?guration; 

FIGS. 9a, 9b, and 9c display differential changes in length 
of data blocks that are potential ground roll candidates FIG. 
9a illustrating a display of the data block length as a function 
of threshold value, FIG. 9b illustrating the fact that the peaks 
from the differential curve are sorted in the order or increas 
ing (absolute) magnitude as indicated by the arroWs, FIG. 9c 
illustrating a real data eXample in Which the original ground 
roll WindoW has been eXtended by the inventive method of 
the present invention to the data block; 

FIG. 10 illustrates time WindoWs corresponding to the 
data blocks according to FIG. 9; 

FIGS. 11a and 11b illustrate the parametriZation of 
ground roll area FIGS. 11a and 11b illustrating When the 
ground roll area is not desired to be parameteriZed by only 
a single line, FIG. 11a illustrating the arrival times Which 
have been obtained from the above explained detection 
scheme are separated into tWo offset ranges, FIG. 11b 
illustrating that, for each offset range, a separate average is 
constructed as shoWn in FIG. 11b; 

FIGS. 12a, 12b, and 12c illustrate eXample results of data 
treated according to the invention FIG. 12a illustrating the 
minimum and maXimum estimated ground roll velocity as a 
function of the source-receiver distance using the single 
sensor scheme according to the invention, FIG. 12b illus 
trating the minimum and maXimum estimated ground roll 
velocity as a function of the source-receiver distance using 
the dual sensor scheme according to the invention, FIG. 12c 
illustrating a comparison betWeen the median velocity val 
ues using the dual sensor scheme and the single sensor 

scheme; 
FIG. 13 is a display of recorded ?eld data With included 

ground roll estimate; and 
FIG. 14 is another display of the data according to FIG. 

13 With indication of the top of ground roll cone. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT 

Referring to FIGS. 1 through 14, in the folloWing descrip 
tion teXt the detection of the primary ground roll cone 
according to the invention Will be discussed. The term 
“primary ground roll cone” shall mean the particular data 
area that contains such part of the ground roll Which travels 
directly from a seismic source to the geophones. For sim 
plicity reasons the estimate the ground roll cone is discussed 
for single shot gathers. 
The method according to the invention Will be ?rst 

explained in respect to a so-called “dual sensor scheme” 
Where ground roll velocity information is obtained from 
input raW data of at least tWo (adjacent) geophones of one 
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particular receiver station. Later in the text another embodi 
ment of the inventive method Will be presented that at least 
requires input raW data from only one single geophone in 
combination With an initial estimate of the local ground roll 
velocity. This method Will be further referenced to by 
“single sensor scheme”. 

The dual sensor scheme: 

Starting point is a single data trace. It is assumed that the 
coordinates of both the source and the data trace are knoWn. 
There are three basic physical characteristics of the ground 
roll that are considered for the invention: 

a. The ground roll has relatively high amplitudes in 
respect to the desired seismic re?ection signal. 

b. The ground roll is predominantly present at the loWer 
frequencies. 

c. The ground roll travels With an apparent velocity Which 
is loWer than most other types of seismic energy. 

To start With, a trace of raW seismic data is selected that 
represents signals of a particular geophone of a receiver 
station. 

Prior to any other steps, the ?rst part of the data is 
eliminated and excluded from further treatment, thereby 
removing high amplitude ?rst breaks. In order to determine 
the interval of the data to be declared Zero an upper limit for 
the surface Wave velocity has to be de?ned. 

Surface Waves have an average velocity Which is approxi 
mately equal to the shear Wave velocity in the deepest layer 
of interest. As the surface Wave amplitude decays exponen 
tially With depth, the deepest layer of interest is therefore in 
the order of magnitude of one Wavelength. So far, ?eld 
seismic data have not shoWn values of shear Wave velocity 
at shalloW depth Which exceed 1000 m/s. This makes this 
value of velocity very convenient to be used to constrain the 
average surface Wave velocity to this maximal limit. 
(HoWever, other values may be useful as Well. For example, 
if there is some a-priori-information on the surface Wave 
behavior in a particular area, the constraint may be adapted 
accordingly.) The maximum average velocity de?nes a mute 
time equal to the ratio of source-receiver distance and the 
maximum average velocity. The mute time should prefer 
ably be larger than the ?rst arrivals, so that the large 
amplitude ?rst-arrivals are no longer present in the data. In 
practice, this is easily achieved, since the surface Waves are 
normally at least tWo times sloWer than the direct (P-) Wave 
arrival. 

Next, a band-pass ?lter is applied to the data, preferably 
using retaining frequencies betWeen 10 and 30 HZ. Since 
ground roll normally is dominated by these loWer 
frequencies, this step Will further amplify the ground roll 
relative to the other energy Which normally is more broad 
band. Optionally, the band-pass ?lter could be applied via 
knoWn Quadrature Mirror Filters Which has the distinct 
advantage that the number of necessary samples is reduced 
signi?cantly. 

The folloWing step applied to the data trace is an ampli 
tude correction that consists of tWo terms: a spherical 
divergence correction (or geometrical spreading correction) 
and a correction for absorption of seismic energy. 

Usually in standard seismic processing, the spherical 
divergence correction is one of the ?rst processes Which is 
applied routinely to the acquired data and that serves to 
attenuate the shalloW re?ection energy relative to later 
arrivals (including the ground roll). The reason for applying 
this correction is that the Wave front (for seismic re?ection 
energy) spreads out With distance r proportional to l/r2; 
consequently, the amplitudes of seismic re?ection Waves are 
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4 
attenuated proportional to l/r. For a layered earth, the cor 
rection factor S can be approximated as 

in Which v(t) denotes the RMS velocity of the primary 
re?ections, and v(0) is the velocity value at a speci?ed time 
t(0). The surface Waves have a cylindrical rather than 
spherical amplitude decay; thus, the amplitude correction S 
Will over-correct the surface Waves. This is desired, as Will 
be explained later in this text section. 

For correcting absorption it is assumed that monochro 
matic Waves are attenuated by exp(—au)t), leading to a loss 
of high frequencies, and consequently to loWer signal 
strength. Restoring an original energy content approxi 
mately by integrating the absorption function over all fre 
quencies leads to a correction Which is proportional to time 
t. Again, due to their loWer frequency content, the surface 
Waves are attenuated less than predicted, and surface Wave 
amplitudes Will be over-corrected. 
The spherical divergence correction and the absorption 

correction together lead to an amplitude correction propor 
tional to t2. The velocity term in the spherical divergence 
correction is ignored because it is data-dependent; also there 
is not need for accurate amplitude recovery. The resulting 
t2-correction has the advantage that surface Wave amplitudes 
are strengthened relative to the re?ection amplitudes. 

Discrimination is also achieved betWeen ground roll and 
other types of seismic energy on the basis of move-out 
differences betWeen these types of Waves. To enhance the 
discriminating function of the move-out, an NMO 
correction is applied to the data, using a constant NMO 
velocity. The NMO-correction is performed by time-shifting 
each sample of each trace by an amount At Which is equal 
to 

in Which x denotes offset, VNMO denotes the constant 
NMO-velocity, and t denotes time. The consequences for 
applying the NMO-correction are discussed in more detail 
later in the text. The NMO-velocity should be in the same 
order as, or slightly larger than, the maximum group veloc 
ity. For a maximum group velocity of 1000 m/s, an NMO 
velocity betWeen 1000 and 1500 m/s gives good results. 
Choosing a high NMO-velocity (such as 5000 m/s) Will 
leave the data virtually unaltered; choosing a very loW 
NMO-velocity (such as 500 m/s) Will lead to unacceptable 
frequency shifts in the data. 

In FIG. 1, the ?rst three steps described before, initial 
mute ?lter, band-pass ?lter and spherical (t2-amplitude) 
correction are applied to pre-condition the data in such a 
Way, that the surface Wave energy is ampli?ed relative to the 
seismic energy, in terms of amplitude and bandWidth. For 
better understanding the effects of applying these steps are 
illustrated in FIG. 1 Which, for simplicity reasons, shoWs a 
data set for a particular offset that Was treated according to 
the invention. The shoWn trace is normaliZed With respect to 
its maximum value (envelope). From top to bottom the 
curves present: 

raW data 

data With a 1000 m/s average velocity maximum (initial 
mute) applied 

data With initial mute and 10—30 HZ band-pass ?lter 
applied 
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data With initial mute, 10—30 HZ band-pass ?lter and 
t2-type spherical divergence correction applied. 

No results after NMO-correction are shown because the 
NMO-correction itself does not amplify the ground roll 
relative to the seismic re?ections. 

The ground roll velocity in this example is large (betWeen 
700 and 1000 m/s). The bene?t of applying the pre 
processing is evident: The ground roll is accentuated quite 
dramatically relative to the other events, by applying the 
aforementioned ?lters. 

The next step Will make use of the fact that the amplitude 
(or energy) behavior of the seismic data is a function of time 
and can serve as an indicator of the Wave type. Distinct local 

(instantaneous) values of the trace energy are not necessary, 
but having such information as an average over a certain 
time WindoW is preferred. Thus, introducing some smooth 
ing Will facilitate proper implementation of the remaining 
data processing steps and improve the robustness of the 
method. The length of the time WindoW is chosen such that 
it corresponds to a required accuracy of the ground roll 
detection. Typically, a WindoW length of 100 ms is a 
reasonable choice, since greater accuracy for the cone detec 
tion is normally not required. Estimating of the energy 
versus-time behavior of a single data trace can be achieved 
in tWo Ways: 

The trace is divided into different WindoWs and energy is 
determined in each WindoW by calculating the autocor 
relation (AC) function therein. Here, as mentioned 
above, the WindoW length is typically 100 msec and no 
overlap or WindoWing is applied. Result of such opera 
tion is a measure of energy versus time, Whereby time 
is chosen as center of each WindoW Where therefore the 
maximum energy alWays occurs (at Zero lag). This 
curve of energy versus time Will be referred to as the 
energy curve. The data is represented on a dB-scale, 
Where the 0 dB level corresponds to the maximum 
energy value Within the single data trace. 

Complex trace analysis indicates that the envelope func 
tion may be used to calculate the instantaneous ampli 
tude for each sample. Via a Hilbert transform the 
complex trace is formed from the time signal, and the 
envelope function is then obtained as the amplitude of 
the complex trace. Although the envelope is obtained 
for every time sample only the maximum of the enve 
lope over a certain time WindoW is taken as output 
parameter. The length of the time WindoW is chosen 
identical to the time WindoW used for correlation (100 
msec). 

In FIG. 2 an example is shoWn of hoW the resulting energy 
curve looks like. The data is from the same trace as shoWn 
in FIG. 1. It can be observed that the energy curve and the 
envelope, indicated by crosses, give almost identical results. 
Thus, it is anticipated that both methods of energy detection 
Will perform equally Well. For simplicity reasons, in the 
folloWing text of this section only the correlation measure is 
used to calculate the energy curves. 

NoW, after having obtained a measure for the trace energy 
as a function of time, those portions of the trace are to be 
selected Whose energy lies above a certain pre-de?ned 
minimum. Rather than selecting an appropriate ground roll 
area the best approach is to choose a very high threshold. 
“High threshold” means that only a very small part of the 
data should lie above the threshold. On one hand, this has the 
advantage that presumably one of such data parts Will 
contain the dominant part of the ground roll only. On the 
other hand, the main advantage is that a high threshold is 
much less data-dependent. From practical experiences a —6 
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6 
dB threshold value (meaning that only those parts of the data 
Will be selected for future analysis Whose amplitudes lie in 
betWeen 0 and —6 dB) has proven to be satisfactory for all 
data sets evaluated. This threshold ensures that only a 
(small) part of the ground roll has amplitudes in this range. 

In FIG. 3a, the top diagram (see a)) illustrates the result 
of selecting data parts Which lie above the threshold value of 
—6 dB. In this example, tWo different data blocks are 
identi?ed that match the criteria set up by using this thresh 
old. This process of selecting data blocks Will be referred to 
as “blocking”. Actual boundaries of the block are preferably 
calculated via linear interpolation. It can be noted that the 
maximum energy in a WindoW alWays occurs at Zero cor 
relation time. Thus, the accuracy of the maximum energy 
determination is limited to half the WindoW length. 
One aspect of the WindoWing and subsequent blocking 

deserves some further attention. The energy curve has a 
rather non-smooth character, resulting in fragmented non 
continuous data blocks. Smoothing over a feW WindoWs (or, 
alternatively, using larger WindoWs, or overlapping 
WindoWs) Would reduce this effect. But this can only be 
achieved at the cost of less steep transitions betWeen small 
energy levels and high energy levels and consequently in a 
greatly reduced resolving poWer of the blocking process. 
Therefore, it is preferable to keep the non-smooth character 
intact and handle the resulting multiple data blocks by 
subsequent processing. 
The next step serves to smoothen the fragmented nature of 

the outcome of the data blocking process by tWo processes: 
Data blocks Which are “close” together Will be merged such 
that small data area in betWeen the tWo blocks Will be also 
included in the ?nal result. Then, data blocks Which cover a 
very small time interval are deleted. 

In FIG. 3b, one of the reasons for merging tWo closely 
spaced data blocks is that the dispersive ground roll train 
contains several modes each of them traveling With a 
different (frequency-dependent) velocity. As a result, the 
more the offset increases the more the multiple-mode ground 
roll train Will be spread out in time. Due to such dispersion 
amplitude separation Will be much less pronounced and, 
Within the ground roll cone of a single data trace, loWer 
amplitude data blocks can be still expected to be embedded 
in high-amplitude data blocks. Another reason for merging 
closely spaced data blocks is that slight amplitude variations 
may Well cause the discontinuous block identi?cation: if one 
particular WindoW is just beloW the threshold, and the 
adjacent WindoW is slightly above the threshold, it makes 
sense to combine the tWo blocks. This also prevents from a 
detection of a huge amount of data blocks. It is evident to 
those skilled in the art that the maximum time interval Atm 
betWeen tWo successive blocks, beloW Which We decide to 
merge the tWo blocks, should depend on offset. At small 
offsets (e.g., 500 m)., the ground roll separation is small and 
Atm could be in the order of one WindoW length, Whereas at 
large offsets (a feW kms), Atm could be in the order of tWo 
WindoW lengths. Atm should be a rough estimate Which does 
not impose any serious restrictions on the applicability of the 
aforementioned steps. A large value for Atm diminishes the 
accuracy of the ground roll cone detection and increases the 
robustness of the inventive steps. An example of merging 
data blocks is shoWn in the loWer diagram of FIG. 3b). 

In FIGS. 4a and 4b, the reason for deleting energy levels 
Which cover only a very small time interval is that noise 
bursts and high amplitude short-duration re?ection signals 
(note that amplitudes are corrected by the t2-factor!) are 
suppressed. Also, due to the dispersive ground roll propa 
gation isolated short-duration surface Waves in the data can 
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not be expected. At the same time, the deletion of small data 
blocks improves the robustness of the inventive method and 
decreases its sensitivity in respect to the choice of the 
threshold value. The maximum value that a block length 
may have if it is to be deleted is thus determined by the 
expected length of the ground roll cone; consequently, it 
should be offset-dependent. Again, the maximum time inter 
val for the deletion should not be a critical parameter. Here, 
because of the chosen relatively large threshold value, the 
selected ground roll areas that possess these amplitudes can 
be fairly small. In general, the number of deleted short 
duration blocks should be small in order to avoid deletion of 
genuine ground roll energy. A good example of data block 
deletion is shoWn in FIG. 4. The selected data blocks are 
illustrated in FIG. 4a) Whereof the ‘right hand’ block is very 
small and thus is deleted. The result is illustrated in FIG. 4b). 

It should be noted that it is important to perform the 
merging of data blocks before the deletion process is started; 
otherWise, short-duration data blocks Which are located 
close to an adjacent block Will be deleted so that they cannot 
be merged anymore, and thus the merging process Would 
have lost its signi?cance. 

In the next step another geophone is included into the 
inventive method of ground roll containing data. In principle 
this step is optional but is very useful to increase the 
robustness of the ground roll detection scheme and to 
improve the con?dence in its result. And, more than one 
adjacent geophone can be used Which, of course, Would 
improve the results. For simplicity reasons, only one addi 
tional measurement is brought into the analysis. The con 
straints imposed are related to the location of the additional 
geophone(s) and are such that the geophones are suf?ciently 
close to each other. “Suf?ciently close” means that the 
geophones have similar amplitude-versus-time behavior. It 
is not required that the tWo geophones have the same 
move-out characteristic. 

In FIGS. 5a, 5b, and 5c, after having selected after having 
selected (at least) an additional geophone all aforementioned 
steps, including subsequent data block selection are per 
formed for the trace(s) of the additional geophone(s). For the 
folloWing, and Without limiting the scope of the present 
invention, it is assumed that the analysis has been performed 
for tWo geophones, denoted as geophone 1 and geophone 2. 
NoW those ground roll containing data blocks from the trace 
of geophone 1 are selected that coincide With the data blocks 
that are found in the trace of geophone 2. For the presented 
example so far such blocks are illustrated in FIG. 5. Blocked 
data curves from tWo adjacent geophones 1 and 2 (see FIGS. 
5a) and 5b)) are used to obtain a more robust estimate (see 
FIG. 5c)) by selecting only overlapping data areas. 

At this stage, the number of possible ground roll cone 
estimates has been reduced signi?cantly. In a case Where 
only one data block Was left, simply this block Would be 
selected for further proceeding. If no data block Would be 
left (Which can be the case if the tWo adjacent geophones 
yield completely different estimates for the ground roll cone; 
eg when one of the geophone outputs is corrupted), no 
reliable ground roll estimate can be obtained. Normally, 
proper identi?cation of bad traces can greatly reduce this 
problem. 

The next step is to include an adjacent trace in the analysis 
that has a signi?cant difference in move-out betWeen the 
surface Wave and the re?ection energy. Rather than simply 
calculating the move-out a derived quantity Will be used: the 
ratio betWeen the differential velocity c and the average 
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velocity U that serves as a discriminator betWeen the dif 

ferent types of seismic energy. The average velocity U is 
de?ned as the average slope in the seismogram and is equal 
to distance divided by time: 

Compared to this the differential velocity c is a local 
velocity of propagation. It is de?ned as the increase in 
distance divided by the increase in time; or, in other Words, 
the trace spacing divided by the move-out: 

~E 

An estimate of the average velocity and the differential 
velocity for each of the remaining data blocks is achieved by 
the folloWing scheme: 

for each data block: 
divide the data block into WindoWs 
for each WindoW: 

calculate the average velocity U for trace 1 (offset/ 

time), 
cross-correlate trace 1 With trace 2, 
interpolate the result, and determine the maximum 

value, 
from this maximum value, determine the time delay, 
estimate the differential velocity c (trace spacing/ 

time delay), 
calculate the U/c-ratio for this WindoW 

after completion for all WindoWs: 
calculate average U/c-ratio (e.g., as the median value 

over all WindoWs) 
complete for all data blocks selected 
The ratio U/c Will also be referred to as the ratio R. 
The previously calculated U/c ratio is useful to discrimi 

nate betWeen the ground roll and other types of seismic 
energy. First, expected U/c ratios for the tWo types of Waves 
are discussed. Then, the selection of the proper data block is 
explained. 

Starting from the Well-known NMO equation for a plane 
layered earth: 

2 VRMS 

the move-out difference of re?ection signals for tWo adja 
cent traces (indicated by subscripts 1 and 2, respectively) is 
obtained via the equation 

2 ~ 2 

VRMS VRMS 

in Which VRMS denotes the RMS velocity, x1 and x2 denote 
the distance betWeen the source and geophone 1 and geo 
phone 2, respectively, x denotes the average distance 
betWeen source and geophone (i.e., the average of x1 and 
x2), Ax denotes the trace spacing, t1 and t2 denote the 
travel-times of the re?ection from the source to geophones 
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1 and 2, respectively. This equation can be further 
simpli?ed, as follows: 

in Which t denotes the average travel-time (i.e., the average 
of t1 and t2). Based on this equation using of c=Ax/At and 
U=x/t yields: 

v2 U U2 
c = w and thus R = — = 

U C vrgMs 

VRMS typically lies in the range from 1500 to 5000 m/s. The 
value of 1500 m/s corresponds to the ground Water table; this 
value Will be reached at very shalloW depths. In vieW of that 
the area With these 10W RMS velocities Will only occur at 
very small offsets. This is illustrated in FIG. 6 that shoWs the 
appearance of shalloW (depth d) loW-velocity re?ection and 
the initial mute of the seismogram. Only data beloW the 
mute line is considered in the ground roll detection method, 
as indicated by the dashed line. The shalloW re?ection only 
enters into analysis for offsets smaller than xC and times 
smaller than tC. 
From this draWing folloWs that those offsets, Which are 

affected by the loW-velocity re?ection, are de?ned by the 
intersection at x=xC of the re?ection hyperbola and the mute 
line as de?ned by the maximum average velocity. It is 
evident that 

2dU 

x MM. - U2 
and [CI 

in Which d denotes the depth of the re?ector. Inserting the 
appropriate values for Umax (as explained before: a conser 
vative estimate is 1000 m/s) and VRMS (1500 m/s) yields 

xc=1.8 [m] and tC=1.8 d [msec] 

Even for ground Water tables of several hundreds of 
meters, the area Which has these loW RMS-velocities only 
occupies a very small offset range. Thus, using a more 
reasonable value for the loWer limit of the RMS-velocity of 
2000 m/sec (it Was already mentioned above that 1000 m/s 
is a realistic upper boundary for U) leads consequently to a 
value for R that Will be smaller than 0.25 for re?ections. 

Contrary to that, refraction energy alWays arrives earlier 
than the corresponding re?ection and has a higher differen 
tial velocity. Then, the ratio R for refractions is smaller than 
the ration R for re?ections. 

In literature, the average velocity and the differential 
velocity of surface Waves are usually referred to as the group 
velocity and the phase velocity, respectively. The dominant 
energy of the ground roll travels With the group velocity. 
Since only the dominant part of ground roll has been 
selected, the velocity that is found after cross-correlation of 
adjacent geophone traces is equivalent to the group velocity 
(average velocity). Therefore the ratio R is a unity for 
surface Waves: 

If the selected data area also contains ground roll With 
smaller amplitudes and is not part of the major area of 
ground roll propagation the cross-correlation yields the 
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10 
so-called phase velocity (that is equivalent to the previously 
introduced differential velocity). In practice, some kind of 
mixture occurs betWeen the phase velocity and the group 
velocity that results from the correlation process and the 
subsequent determination of the differential velocity. The 
relation betWeen group velocity U and phase velocity c for 
surface Waves can be described by: 

in Which k denotes the Wave-number uu/c. 

This yields: 

in Which f denotes frequency. The relation betWeen phase 
velocity and group velocity for one particular ground roll 
mode can be described as folloWs: 

At loW frequencies: phase velocity and group velocity are 
equal. 

At mid frequencies: the phase velocity exceeds the group 
velocity, except When the shear Wave velocity 
decreases With depth. In general, the shear Wave veloc 
ity Will increase With depth, and consequently dc/df 
Will be negative and the phase velocity exceeds the 
group velocity. Taking into account knoWn phase 
velocity curves and group velocity curves for a Whole 
scale of different elastic parameters, the maximum ratio 
betWeen phase velocity and group velocity is in the 
order of 4, Whereas the minimum ratio is slightly larger 
than 1. Since all these ratios correspond to one particu 
lar frequency in the seismic data that have been pro 
cessed here so far such ratios are some kind of average 
of these values. If the shear Wave velocity decreases 
With depth, the group velocity exceeds the phase veloc 
ity. Further more a decrease of the shear Wave velocity 
With depth is less signi?cant is because the generated 
surface Waves Will suffer from radiation loss; a shear 
Wave velocity decreasing With depth is geologically 
less plausible. 

At high frequencies: phase velocity and group velocity are 
equal. 

In other terms and in order to summariZe these aspects: 

For the dominant part of the surface Waves that Was 
selected by means of the aforementioned steps of the 
method according to the invention the cross-correlation 
process yields the group velocity of the surface Waves; 
and consequently, the ratio R is equal to 1. 

If the selected ground roll area is large, the cross 
correlation process also yields phase velocity estimates. 
The ratio R lies betWeen 0.25 and 1.1. The value of 0.25 
corresponds to the airy phase, Where the group velocity 
is minimum. But this is unlikely to be found in practice, 
because the ratio U/c that is determined according to 
the invention is averaged over a number of frequencies. 
The upper limit of 1.1 is an estimate of the U/c-ratio 
that may occur in the case Where a shear Wave velocity 
reversal is present. Again, this situation is unlikely to 
happen because the surface Waves amplitudes in the 
relevant frequency range Would suffer from radiation 
losses. 
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In FIGS. 7a and 7b, results of the performance so far of 
the inventive method to detect the ground roll cone are 
illustrated in FIGS. 7a and 7b. FIG. 7a) shoWs schematically 
the range of possible values betWeen average velocity U and 
differential velocity c. FIG. 7b) illustrates the most likely 
range of values that are encountered in practice. 

The ratio U/c for re?ections is equal to UZ/VZRMS. In the 
Worst case (average velocity and minimum RMS velocity 
are maximal) this ratio equals 0.25. The minimum value 
could, at ?rst sight, appear to be 0 (at Zero offset, Where the 
average velocity is Zero but the RMS velocity is ?nite); 
hoWever, dipping events and non-hyperbolic re?ection 
events may Well lead to negative values of the differential 
velocity and consequently to negative U/c-ratios. The sur 
face Waves have a ratio Which is expected to be 1, but can 

vary betWeen 0.25 and 1.1. [For random (incoherent) noise, 
the ratio U/c may assume any value.] 

These limits are summariZed in FIGS. 7a and 7b that 
illustrates that the re?ections and the ground roll each have 
an estimated value of the ratio R Which does not overlap for 
the tWo types of seismic energy. Considering that loW 
velocity mode-converted Waves may be present as Well and 
that the ground roll cone itself may composed of multiple 
modes, the folloWing simple scheme is introduced that 
explains hoW to identify the ground roll cone: 

i. All those data blocks are excluded from further con 

sideration Which have a U/c-ratio that exceeds a certain 

threshold Rmwc. Typically, Rmax is chosen slightly 
above 1 (for example, 1.2). This eliminates that part of 
the data Which is unlikely to be dominated by ground 
roll energy and Whose velocity ratio R is suspect. 

ii. Next, the data block is selected With the maximal 
U/c-ratio. 

This scheme is attractive due to its simplicity and because 
it fully takes into account the uncertainties that are present 
in the numerical U/c-ratio estimation and the theoretical 
derivation of the appropriate limits. And, the assumption that 
the surface Waves have a higher U/c than the re?ections are 
satis?ed too. 

In the previous description text it Was assumed that the 
U/c ratio can be used to discriminated betWeen ground roll 
and other types of seismic Waves. Additionally, hoWever, an 
additional step may be introduced to improve the discrimi 
nation betWeen ground roll and re?ection energy based on 
the U/c ratio: a NMO-correction. Application of such a 
NMO-correction With a constant velocity means that the U/c 
ratio RNMO is related to the R=U/c ratio before NMO 
correction as folloWs: 

1+5 25 U2 
RNMO : R[ ]— — inWhich s = 2 

l-s l-s ZVNMO 

After NMO-correction a linear event (surface Waves and 
R equals 1) Will remain linear and has again a ratio RNMO 
equal to 1. A non-linear event, hoWever, Will have a ratio 
RNMO after NMO-correction Which is smaller than the ratio 
R before NMO-correction. 

In principle, the loWer the NMO-velocity, the better its is 
for the discrimination betWeen surface Waves and re?ec 
tions. Apractical limit, hoWever, is set by a NMO-stretching 
effect, due to Which the data after NMO is enriched in lower 
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frequencies. NMO-correction results in a frequency-shift of 
the data, Whose magnitude is given by 

A very loW value of s Would increase the contrast in the 
R-ratio betWeen re?ections and surface Waves, but Would at 
the same time alter the data such a Way that the loW 
frequencies dominate the entire seismic trace; the move-out 
Would be difficult to estimate. It is therefore important to 
keep the value of s limited. 

The selection betWeen different Wave types after NMO 
correction is similar to the selection prior to the NMO 
correction; We only adapt the threshold Rmwc by subjecting 
Rmwc to the transformation Which represents the data after 
NMO: 

25 
Ray 

l-s max 

Similar to What Was mentioned above the data block With 
the largest R-ratio is selected after the pre-selection using 
R'mwc. 

If source and receiver are not in-line as shoWn in FIG. 8, 
a correction is needed for move-out value found during the 
correlation process. The time difference At of the ground roll 
(traveling With a velocity c) betWeen geophone #1 and 
geophone #2, Who are spaced a distance Ax apart from each 
other, is given by 

Ax 
AI : — T X cos(z1/) 

. AX . . 

[instead of At = — as for usual 1n-l1ne arrangement]. 
0 

The phase velocity c must be adapted accordingly by a 
multiplication With the cos(ot)-term. 
The previous description of the inventive method to detect 

ground roll cone concerned the case Where no prior knoWl 
edge is required of the ground roll velocity in the area Where 
the seismic survey is (or Was) performed. One of the 
essential elements of the inventive method described so far 
requires a minimum of at least tWo input traces at each 
receiver station. In this scheme that has been referred to as 
the dual sensor scheme the phase velocity (of the ground 
roll) has been determined via a calculation of the move-out 
betWeen adjacent traces. In the folloWing text a second 
scheme according to the present invention Will be described 
that is capable of determining the ground roll using a single 
geophone per receiver station only. Here, it is required that 
the user provides an estimate of the ground roll velocity in 
the area. This scheme is referred to as the single sensor 
scheme. 
The single sensor scheme: 
In case that the inventive method only makes use of a 

single geophone (rather than combining the output of tWo 
geophones, to discriminate betWeen different data blocks on 
the basis of the previously described ratio betWeen average 
velocity and differential velocity), only the average (=group) 
velocity is used as a selection criterion. In this case the group 
velocity is calculated for each data block. For this 
calculation, it is assumed that the arrival time is given by the 
time corresponding to the center of a time WindoW. The 
group velocity is obtained by dividing the offset by said 
arrival time. Then, the data block, Whose group velocity is 
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closest to a user-input ground roll velocity (and for Which 
the absolute value of the difference betWeen the tWo is 
minimum) is selected. 

All following steps of the method of ground roll detection 
according to the invention are performed for the single 
sensor as Well as for the aforementioned dual sensor scheme. 
NoW that the data block Which represents the dominant 

part of the surface Wave has been established, the question 
is hoW long the ground roll WindoW should be. So far, only 
that part of the ground roll Which has the highest amplitudes 
(0 to —6 dB) Was selected. The problem is to extend this area 
to a reasonable time duration, Without introducing any neW 
parameters Which are sensitive to the type of data that are 
processed. The folloWing approach ensures this: 

First, the data limits t1 and t2 are determined for different 
amplitude threshold values. The ?rst threshold value is 
the —6 dB limit that Was used in one of the previous 
steps of the dual sensor scheme. Having kept in mind 
that this data block has been subject to previously 
described move-out based analysis (or, for the single 
sensor approach, the comparison With the user-input 
velocity). This data block also contains the true ground 
roll Which is employed as a selection criterion for the 
next amplitude blocking results using different thresh 
olds. NoW, a data block is identi?ed With amplitudes 
betWeen 0 and —7 dB Which step is carried out by 
ordinary blocking as explained above With optionally 
using tWo or more traces. This blocking normally 
results in several data blocks. But the selection of a 
particular and appropriate data block does not require 
to be done on the basis of move-out or comparison With 
the user-input velocity (as has been explained for the 
dual sensor scheme above). Since the extensive ground 
roll selection Was already performed and discussed 
before for the —6 dB threshold result, simply that data 
block is chosen Which overlaps With the previously 
found 0 to —6 dB data block (containing ground roll 
only!). Then a data block is determined With 0 to —8 dB 
amplitude values; and so on for the next limits. This 
procedure is repeated again and again until, for 
example, the 0 to —40 dB data block, Which Will in most 
cases contain all the data in the trace. 

In FIG. 9a, in the next step the data block length is 
displayed as a function of the threshold value. An example 
of such a display is shoWn in FIG. 9a. In this FIG. 9a the 
threshold value is shoWn on the horiZontal axis Which may 
assume values betWeen —6 dB and —40 dB. The vertical axis 
indicates the ground roll WindoW length Which is detected by 
the inventive method for a particular amplitude threshold 
value. Obviously, the smaller (i.e., the more negative) the 
threshold is, the more the time WindoW increases and the 
more data qualify as potentially ground roll containing 
areas. At its limit, as the threshold tends to negative in?nity, 
the selected data WindoW becomes equal to the complete 
trace length. All amplitudes in the data then lay above the 
threshold. The resulting curve is thus monotonically 
decreasing and feW sharp transitions are visible in the curve. 
These transitions (the largest of Which are referenced to, in 
FIG. 9b, by the arroWs and labeled as N=1, 2 or 3) indicate 
that, if the threshold is changed by a small amount, the 
WindoW length changes more than proportional. These sud 
den changes in WindoW length can be attributed to changes 
in Wave types arriving at the geophone. 

Referring to FIG. 9, rather than displaying the total 
WindoW length as a function of threshold, the transitions are 
accentuated by displaying the differential WindoW length, 
Which means the change in the estimated ground roll Win 
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doW if the threshold value is changed 1 dB increments. The 
transitions are then clearly visible as peaks in the differential 
curve. 

In order to obtain a robust scheme for ground roll detec 
tion according to the invention the folloWing steps are 
performed: 

The peaks from the differential curve are sorted in the 
order of increasing (absolute) magnitude as shoWn in 
the draWing of FIG. 9b indicated by the arroWs. These 
peaks correspond to the transitions that Were observed 
in FIG. 9a. The largest peak is denoted as N=1, the 
smallest as N=3. 

The highest N peaks are selected. Due to the non-smooth 
nature of the energy curve, there Will be a lot of peaks 
in the data, most of Which are insigni?cant; therefore, 
only the most relevant peaks are chosen (a value for N 
of 3—5 is recommended); and as stated before, for the 
purpose of this example, a value of N=3 is used. 

By this the problem of ?nding the temporal extent of the 
ground roll has been reduced to the problem of Which of the 
N peaks to select. Each peak corresponds to a certain ground 
roll WindoW. This is illustrated in FIG. 10. In FIG. 10 the 300 
msec data WindoW corresponding to the smallest transition 
N=3 Which covers a time interval AB. The second peak N=2 
that corresponds to a higher threshold is indicated by a time 
WindoW CD; and, ?nally, the largest peak N=1 yields a 
ground roll WindoW EF. The length of these WindoWs can 
also be obtained directly from FIGS. 9a through 9c. For 
example, in FIG. 9a, looking at the transition indicated by 
N=1, a threshold of —25 dB leads to a 1500 msec WindoW 
length, Whereas a —26 dB threshold immediately increases 
the WindoW length to 3200 msec. Thus, in this case the 1500 
msec WindoW corresponds to N=1 (or, referring to FIG. 10, 
to the distance 

In principle, such peak is selected Which is closest to the 
original WindoW position (the WindoW that Was found With 
the full-bloWn processing over the 0 to —6 dB amplitude 
range). Thus, in the example of FIGS. 9a through 9c and 10, 
the peak indicated by N=3 Would be selected. There is, 
hoWever, one noticeable and important exception: if the 
additional data area betWeen the WindoW corresponding to 
N=3 (the WindoW AB, Which is closest to the original 
WindoW) and any one of the remaining N-1 data WindoWs 
(at N=1, or at N=2) can be identi?ed as ground roll With a 
large amount of con?dence, this other WindoW Will be used 
(and consequently enlarge the estimated ground roll 
WindoW). Referring to FIG. 10, the used WindoW is 
indicated by N=3. From FIGS. 9a through 9c it is knoWn that 
this WindoW corresponds to a ground roll WindoW of 300 
msec, at a —8 dB threshold. 

Next, the WindoW corresponding With N=2 is evaluated. 
This yields an estimated ground roll WindoW of 900 msec (at 
a —18 dB threshold value), as can be seen from FIGS. 9a 
through 9c. In FIG. 10, this WindoW is indicated by the time 
interval CD. NoW a decision has to be taken Whether this 600 
msec of additional data (representing the difference betWeen 
the 300 msec WindoW and the 900 msec WindoW) is indeed 
representing ground roll. The extra data parts AC and BD are 
evaluated separately, and then either AC, or BD, or both, or 
none can be selected. 

The additional data is selected if—and only if—the fol 
loWing three criteria are met simultaneously for the addi 
tional data (AC or BD): 

a. The data has a group velocity/phase velocity ratio 
Which is acceptable (betWeen 0.2 and 1.1). This crite 
rion is only applied for the dual sensor scheme. 

b. The data has a maximum amplitude Which is not 
negligible (less than 20 dB beloW the maximum ampli 
tude in the “primary” ground roll WindoW) 
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c. The minimum and maximum ground roll velocity that 
are obtained When the additional data is accepted as 
ground roll, do not deviate too much from the dominant 
ground roll velocity (the group velocity). If the domi 
nant ground roll velocity is denoted by U and the 
minimum and maximum velocity by vmin and vmax, 
respectively, it is required that 

ow <U and min: 

Where 0t is an input parameter. A value slightly larger 
than 2 is a reasonable choice for 0t. Thus, if the 
dominant ground roll velocity is, for example, 300 m/s, 
We do not accept ground roll velocities larger than 
(approx.) 600 m/s or smaller than (approx.) 150 m/s. 
Excessively large ground roll WindoWs are avoided and 
a someWhat conservative estimate is obtained, Which is 
less likely to be an error. The reason for this criterion 
is that it is better to miss a small part of the ground roll 
cone than to include part of the data Where re?ections 
prevail (Which could be deteriorated if ground roll is 
removed from this section. 

Referring to FIG. 10, this procedure is carried out in 
practice as folloWs. The main ground roll velocity U is 
determined from the center of the initial data WindoW 
AB. Next, the additional data area AC is treated. Point 
C corresponds to a certain velocity vmax Which is then 
veri?ed Whether vmwc satis?es the above mentioned 
criterion. Point D, Which corresponds to a certain value 
for vmin is treated; this velocity must satisfy the afore 
mentioned criterion too. 

Imposing these rather strict criteria ensures that data 
transitions betWeen strong re?ections and loWer noise levels 
are not picked as ground roll boundaries. Of course, a similar 
selection is subsequently applied to additional data WindoWs 
CE and DF (provided one of the WindoWs AC and BD 
quali?ed as ground roll). 

If the move-out selection is not applied, but replaced by 
the user-input selection criterion (single sensor scheme) only 
selection criteria b and c (above) apply. 

FIG. 9c shoWs a real data example in Which the original 
ground roll WindoW, Which is referred to by (D, has been 
extended by the aforementioned inventive method of the 
data block Which is referred to by 

The previous steps complete the determination of the 
ground roll WindoW for a single pair of geophones at a single 
receiver station. If more pairs of geophones are used at the 
receiver station, multiple ground roll estimates are obtained 
Which must be combined to yield a single ground roll 
WindoW estimate at this receiver station. Selection of the 
common ground roll part seems a logical choice, provided 
that bad traces have been removed from the data prior to the 
application of the ground roll estimation process. What 
remains noW is to combine all local estimates of the ground 
roll area from each individual receiver stations to yield a 
global estimate for the ground roll velocity encountered in 
this particular shot for all offsets. 

At this stage of the estimation scheme, a set of ground roll 
time WindoWs—or, equivalently, a set of ground roll 
velocities—has been made available, each of Which corre 
sponds to a particular offset. Preferably the obtained set of 
minimum and maximum ground roll velocities should be 
used rather than the estimated time WindoWs. Normally, the 
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ground roll area is speci?ed as a cone, de?ned by a minimum 
and maximum velocity—or, equivalently, by tWo straight 
lines in the x-t space. Obtaining a robust median operator to 
average the results is most easily achieved by using the 
velocity information, because the velocities should be con 
stant for each offset Whereas the time WindoWs should shift 
in time, depending on the offset. 
The proposed scheme can then be summariZed as folloWs: 
For each receiver station offset, determine the minimum 

and maximum ground roll velocity. 
Take the median value of each of these tWo sets to arrive 

at a global estimate of the minimum and the maximum 
ground roll velocity. 

Calculate the corresponding ground roll cone (time versus 
offset) for each receiver station by dividing the offset of 
each receiver station by this median value of the 
minimum and maximum ground roll velocities. 

Alternatively, non-uniform ground roll behavior may be 
encountered Within a shot record (due to varying surface 
conditions and dispersion). In this case, the total range of 
offsets is split at A in tWo parts: a near offset part (Where 
OéxéA), and a far offset part (Where Aéxéxmwc). The 
ground roll cone needs to be described by the folloWing tWo 
lines: 

(i) for small offsets (OéxéA): ground roll arrival through 
the origin in x-t form by: 

The ground roll velocity v1 is calculated using the 
normal procedure, described previously. The detection 
scheme yields the arrival time t, the offset x is knoWn. 
A series of velocity estimates can then be derived and 
the ?nal estimate for v1 is chosen as the median of these 
values. 

(ii) for large offsets (Aéxéxmw) ground roll arrival 
coincides With the previously calculated line for small 
offsets at x=A (continuity): 

From the detection scheme, the arrival time estimates t is 
knoWn. From the previous step, v1 has been estimated. Thus, 
a series a ground roll velocity estimates for the second offset 
range can be constructed by using 

Again, the ?nal velocity estimate is obtained as the 
median of all vz-values found. Of course, this approach can 
be extended to include more than tWo line segments, but in 
practice this does not seem to be WorthWhile. 

FIGS. 11a and 11b illustrates the procedure When the 
ground roll area is not desired to be parameteriZed by only 
a single line but includes the offset dependency in the ?nal 
estimate. To achieve this, the arrival times Which have been 
obtained from the above explained detection scheme—FIG. 
11a—are separated into tWo offset ranges. For each offset 
range, a separate average is constructed as shoWn in FIG. 
11b. 
Although the single sensor scheme has been described 

and explained Without any reference to a geophone type, it 
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is evident for those skilled in the art that the inventive single 
sensor scheme may be performed for a 1C-geophone or for 
the components of a 3C-geophone. 

In the previous description text, the automatic ground roll 
detection scheme according to the invention has been pre 
sented in detail. FIGS. 12, 13 and 14 shoW results of having 
the inventive method applied to seismic ?eld data 
(speci?cations: 2 m geophone spacing, Vibroseis, maximum 
offset 1 km): 

In FIGS. 12a, 12b, and 12c, the draWings of FIGS. 12a 
through 12c illustrate results using both the single sensor 
approach and the dual sensor approach. The results comprise 
the minimum and maximum velocity estimates for all offsets 
and their median values. FIG. 12a shoWs the minimum and 
maximum estimated ground roll velocity as a function of the 
source-receiver distance, using the single sensor scheme 
according to the invention. The lines represent the median 
values of the tWo curves. In FIG. 12b shoWs again the 
minimum and maximum estimated ground roll velocity as a 
function of the source-receiver distance, but using the dual 
sensor scheme according to the invention. In FIG. 12c a 
comparison is shoWn betWeen the median velocity values 
using the dual sensor scheme (indicated by and the 
single sensor scheme (indicated by 

Also, the ?nal result of the estimation, indicated on a plot 
of the seismic traces, is shoWn in FIG. 13 Where only the 
results of the single sensor approach are displayed, because 
the difference betWeen the velocity estimates of the single 
sensor approach and the dual sensor approach Were small. 

It is important to note that the input parameters for the 
estimation Were identical for all data sets When using tWo 
geophones per receiver station. Only for the single sensor 
scheme, a user estimate is required of the expected ground 
roll velocity. 

The results clearly shoW that the automatic ground roll 
estimates are accurate, though conservative (based on a 
visual inspection, one Would normally pick a ground roll 
cone Which is slightly broader). Also, both schemes yield 
comparable results, although some differences do exist. The 
dual sensor scheme using tWo geophones per station has the 
advantage that no user input is required, and the estimated 
velocities also take into account the physical properties of 
ground roll propagation velocities via the move-out calcu 
lation; the disadvantage is that the computational load is 
increased because the move-out is calculated via a correla 
tion process. The single sensor scheme that in principle only 
requires a single geophone per receiver group has the 
advantage that it is fast, but it requires a priori knoWledge of 
the ground roll velocity (although this a priori input need not 
be very accurate). 

Alinear trend is visible for the minimum velocity estimate 
at the large offsets. This is easily explained by the ?nite 
recording time of the data: at a given offset, the latest ground 
roll arrival arrives after the maximum recording time. In this 
case, the inventive scheme detects the maximum recording 
time as the end of the ground roll WindoW, for all these 
offsets. Consequently, as the velocity estimate is equal to the 
offset divided by the time (Which is thus constant and equal 
to the maximum recording time), the velocity is directly 
proportional to the offset. This effect, of course, needs to be 
taken into account: if the detected arrival times are close to 
or equal to the recording time, these values should be 
ignored. 

FIG. 14 shoWs an example of the technique Where the 
ground roll estimate is calculated separately for the tWo 
different offset ranges according to FIG. 11: the small 
offsets, and the large offsets. The nonlinear shape of the 

10 

15 

25 

35 

45 

55 

65 

18 
ground roll cone can clearly be observed (see also FIG. 13. 
For this case, the dual offset approach is performed for the 
high ground roll velocities only (the small ground roll 
velocities, in this case, Were all outside the record length for 
the larger offsets). The result, as shoWn in FIG. 14, illustrates 
that the ground roll cone estimate is improved by this 
approach. In the calculation, results from the single sensor 
approach Were used. For comparison: the result Without 
splitting the offset in tWo ranges Was an estimate of 300 m/s, 
if the offset is split in tWo ranges, a value of 285 m/s for the 
?rst offset range is found and a value of 385 m/s for the 
second offset range. 
What is claimed is: 
1. Amethod of automatically detecting a ground roll cone 

in seismic data, the method comprising the folloWing steps: 
(a) in respect to one receiver station, Where the output data 

resulting from one shot is gathered from several 
geophones, selecting a trace of seismic raW data from 
a ?rst geophone; 

(b) determining in the data trace of the ?rst geophone data 
blocks in form of time WindoWs Where signal 
amplitude/energy lies above a prede?ned reference 
level; 

(c) merging together adjacent data blocks determined in 
step (b) and suppressing very small data blocks iden 
ti?ed in step (b); 

(d) repeating the process With the data from the other 
geophones, and then calculating for each set of tWo 
adjacent traces that Were obtained according to step (c) 
a ratio betWeen average velocity and differential veloc 
ity in each selected data block by process of cross 
correlation in order to discriminate betWeen various 
types of seismic energy on the basis of their move-out; 

(e) comparing the ratios betWeen average velocity and 
differential velocity determined in step (d) With a 
prede?ned favorable ratio betWeen average velocity 
and differential velocity and identifying a data block 
With a most favorable ratio; and 

(f) by evaluating amplitude behavior near the edges of the 
selected data block of step (e), extending this data block 
such that it includes all relevant and dominant ground 
roll energy. 

2. A method according to claim 1, further including the 
step of ?ltering out data With a velocity beloW a reference 
velocity betWeen steps (a) and 

3. A method according to claim 1, further including the 
step of applying a band-pass ?lter to the data betWeen steps 
(a) and 

4. A method according to claim 1, further including the 
step of applying a time-variant amplitude correction to the 
data betWeen steps (a) and 

5. A method according to claim 1, further including the 
step of performing an NMO correction of the data betWeen 
steps (a) and 

6. A method according to claim 1, further including the 
step of: 

(g) similarly determining the ground roll containing data 
blocks in the data traces from the other geophones of 
the receiver station. 

7. A method according to claim 6, further including the 
step of: 

(h) repeating the process for data traces for the same shot 
and gathered at other receiver stations in order to obtain 
other ground roll velocity estimates, and determining 
therefrom a minimum and maximum ground roll veloc 
ity that de?ne the ground roll cone. 




